COMMITMENTS,   ETC
Lord Curzon, on the receipt of the telegram, which did not
officially reach the Foreign Office until June 24th,1 took the
position that the creation of the sanctioned provinces, councils
and advisory positions were steps in devolution and in decen-
tralization from the temporary military administration. He
could not understand, moreover, why the application of such
steps should be dependent on the inclusion of Mosul in 'Iraq
or on any particular combination of provinces. The original
sanction for the Acting Civil Commissioner's proposals had
not implied that any combination of provinces or that even the
guardianship of H.M. Government would be permanent.
A telegram to this effect was dispatched to Baghdad, July 5th,
which stated in conclusion: 'Any action which would give
rise in Mosul Wilayet or elsewhere to the impression that the
future political status of 'Iraq has already been decided upon
should therefore be most scrupulously avoided.5 2
Still unsatisfied, the Acting Civil Commissioner, instead of
devoting his energies whole-heartedly to the execution of the
proposals which he had himself drawn up, entered into further
correspondence with H.M. Government, endeavouring to
obtain their approval to the inclusion of Mosul in the new
regime.
Growth of 'Iraqi opposition
In the meantime, opposition to British control had continued
to grow both in 'Iraq and in Syria. A letter in January, 1919,
from the "Iraqi officers in Syria, welcoming the Anglo-French
Declaration as an indication that no part of 'Iraq was to be
under foreign rule, had been followed in early June by another
letter, supposed to have been written by Amir Faisal himself,
and addressed to Sir Gilbert Clayton, Chief Political Officer of
the Egyptian Expeditionary Force. The letter suggested that
the severity of the British officials in 'Iraq had begun to turn
1	Young, op, cit., pp. 387-8.
2	Telegram S/S for India to Civil Commissioner, Baghdad, July 5th, 1919.
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